lists the correlation coefficients of the FRST potentials frst, rapdf, solv, hydb, tors with the model quality scores GDT, MS, TM.
Models with and without Loop Modeling
This study was performed for models with and models without loop modeling in parallel. The numbers in the main manuscript always refer to the models for which loop modeling was performed. Here, in the supplement we provide both.
In order to provide a fair comparison of the method proposed, although the Arby webserver does not provide loop modeling at the moment, we use default models with loop modeling performed for the analysis of the loop modeling case.
The overall tendency of the results remains the same, whether or not loop modeling is performed. The average difference in TM-score between a default model with loop modeling and a default model without loop modeling is 0.003. Table 2 summarizes the results of model generation with and without loop modeling.
In section 2.3.1 of the main manuscript, the selection of models according to the frst potential is evaluated. Analogously, the partial potentials rapdf, solv, hydb, and tors of the FRST method can be employed for model selection, by using these values instead of frst in the respective formulas. The results of this process are listed in Table 3 .
Percentage of Noticeably Improved Cases
We compute the average number of cases where the TM is improved more than 0.05 as ci E,q,e,>0.05 = 1 n · ni t∈T [qim E,q,e (t) > 0.05] or worsened more than -0.05 as
These numbers are also summarized in Table 3 
